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Dear Delegates,  
 

“War is organized murder and nothing else” Harry Patch  

 

It is an honor to be your chair for DISEC 2019; we are looking forward to helping each 

one of you to be able to solve the problems and issues that we may have to tackle 

throughout the whole development of the committee.  

 

We hope that this will be such a grateful and incredible experience for you, especially if 

this is your first time as a delegate in a UN Model; as chair it will be a privilege for us to 

guide you in this academic and personal process. We are strong believers that education 

is the key to change and therefore we are here, to teach you not only about the committee 

topics but to teach you how to be conscious about the problems all around the world and 

find solutions about it.  

 

To be realistic we both are completely addicted to these kind of exercises because we 

think that they can change people and take them to a whole new level where they can 

solve problems easier and be more diplomatic in their daily lives, learn about economy, 

politics and a lot of other practices that are basic for a person nowadays creating objective 

and important humans that can take the world and humanity itself to a whole new level.  

 

It's not going to be easy, we are going to have good moments and bad moments but we 

as chair made sure that each one of the topics are completely relevant and solving them 

you can develop new skills in order to analyses each situation and be critic with the things 

that world leaders do every single day.  

 

As a chair, it is also important for us that you have the trust to ask us questions, tell us 

your problems because after all, we are also your friends that will help you to go through 

rough and soft, in hard times and in good times. From this committee we expect a great 

environment, with a dynamic debate that will get us to a solution, that hopefully will turn 

into a treaty and that will make an important change to the committee.   

 

Delegates, welcome to DISEC, welcome to the change, welcome to the committee that 

could potentially save the world.  

 

Sincerely; 

 

Angelica Herrera, President 

Juan Camilo Enciso, Vice-president  

 

“All war is a symptom of man’s failure, as a thinking animal” - John Steinbeck  

 



    

   

 

DISARMAMENT AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY COMMITTEE (DISEC 
 
About the Committee: 

 

DISEC is the actual First Committee of the General Assembly. 
 

The First Committee deals with disarmament, global challenges and threats to peace that 

affect the international community and seeks out solutions to the challenges in the 

international security regime.  

 

It considers all disarmament and international security matters within relating to the 

powers and functions of any other organ of the United Nations; the general principles of 

cooperation in the maintenance of international peace and security, as well as principles 

governing disarmament and the regulation of armaments; promotion of cooperative 

agreements and measures 
 

Geneva protocols: 

 

Delegates have to understand and take into account the Geneva protocols having in mind 

that they are the base of the first committees' actions and they are the guidelines the 

organisation itself uses in order to take action or sanctions against countries that violate 

any of the articles and treats international peace and security, reason why we consider 

that you delegates need understand them.  

 

GENERAL PROVISIONS  

 

Article 1. — The High Contracting Parties undertake to respect and to ensure respect for 

the present Convention in all circumstances.  

 

ART. 2. — In addition to the provisions which shall be implemented in peacetime, the 

present Convention shall apply to all cases of declared war or of any other armed conflict 

which may arise between two or more of the High Contracting Parties, even if the state 

of war is not recognised by one of them. The Convention shall also apply to all cases of 

partial or total occupation of the territory of a High Contracting Party, even if the said 

occupation meets with no armed resistance. Although one of the Powers in conflict may 

not be a party to the present Convention, the Powers who are parties thereto shall remain 

bound by it in their mutual relations. They shall furthermore be bound by the Convention 

in relation to the said Power, if the latter accepts and applies the provisions thereof.  

 

ART. 3. — In the case of armed conflict not of an international character occurring in the 

territory of one of the High Contracting Parties, each Party to the conflict shall be bound 

to apply, as a minimum, the following provisions: 1) Persons taking no active part in the 



    

   

 

hostilities, including members of armed forces who have laid down their arms and those 

placed hors de combat by sickness, wounds, detention, or any other cause, shall in all 

circumstances be treated humanely, without any adverse distinction founded on race, 

colour, religion or faith, sex, birth or wealth, or any other similar criteria. To this end, the 

following acts are and shall remain prohibited at any time and in any place whatsoever 

with respect to the above-mentioned persons: 

 

a) violence to life and person, in particular murder of all kinds, mutilation, cruel treatment 

and torture 

 b) taking of hostages 

 c) outrages upon personal dignity, in particular humiliating and degrading treatment 

d) the passing of sentences and the carrying out of executions without previous judgment 

pronounced by a regularly constituted court, affording all the judicial guarantees which 

are recognised as indispensable by civilised peoples.  

2) The wounded and sick shall be collected and cared for. An impartial humanitarian body, 

such as the International Committee of the Red Cross, may offer its services to the Parties 

to the conflict. The Parties to the conflict should further endeavour to bring into force, by 

means of special agreements, all or part of the other provisions of the present Convention. 

The application of the preceding provisions shall not affect the legal status of the Parties 

to the conflict.  

 

ART. 4. — Persons protected by the Convention are those who at a given moment and 

in any manner whatsoever, find themselves, in case of a conflict or occupation, in the 

hands of persons a Party to the conflict or Occupying Power of which they are not 

nationals. Nationals of a State which is not bound by the Convention are not protected by 

it. Nationals of a neutral State who find themselves in the territory of a belligerent State, 

and nationals of a co-belligerent State, shall not be regarded as protected persons while 

the State of which they are nationals has normal diplomatic representation in the State in 

whose hands they are. The provisions of Part II are, however, wider in application, as 

defined in Article 13. Persons protected by the Geneva Convention for the Amelioration 

of the Condition of the Wounded and Sick in Armed Forces in the Field of August 12, 

1949, or by the Geneva Convention for the Amelioration of the Condition of Wounded, 

Sick and Shipwrecked Members of Armed Forces at Sea of August 12, 1949 or by the 

Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War of August 12, 1949, 

shall not be considered as protected persons within the meaning of the present 

Convention.  

 

ART. 5. — Where, in the territory of a Party to the conflict, the latter is satisfied that an 

individual protected person is definitely suspected of or engaged in activities hostile to the 

security of the State, such individual person shall not be entitled to claim such rights and 

privileges under the present Convention as would, if exercised in the favour of such 

individual person, be prejudicial to the security of such State. Where in occupied territory 



    

   

 

an individual protected person is detained as a spy or saboteur, or as a person under 

definite suspicion of activity hostile to the security of the Occupying Power, such person 

shall, in those cases where absolute military security so requires, be regarded as having 

forfeited rights of communication under the present Convention. In each case, such 

persons shall nevertheless be treated with humanity, and in case of trial, shall not be 

deprived of the rights of fair and regular trial prescribed by the present Convention. They 

shall also be granted the full rights and privileges of a protected person under the present 

Convention at the earliest date consistent with the security of the State or Occupying 

Power, as the case may be.  

 

ART. 6. — The present Convention shall apply from the outset of any conflict or 

occupation mentioned in Article 2. In the territory of Parties to the conflict, the application 

of the present Convention shall cease on the general close of military operations. In the 

case of occupied territory, the application of the present Convention shall cease one year 

after the general close of military operations; however, the Occupying Power shall be 

bound, for the duration of the occupation, to the extent that such Power exercises the 

functions of government in such territory, by the provisions of the following Articles of the 

present Convention: 1 to 12, 27, 29 to 34, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 59, 61 to 77, 143. Protected 

persons whose release, repatriation or reestablishment may take place after such dates 

shall meanwhile continue to benefit by the present Convention.  

 

ART. 7. — In addition to the agreements expressly provided for in Articles 11, 14, 15, 17, 

36, 108, 109, 132, 133 and 149, the High Contracting Parties may conclude other special 

agreements for all matters concerning which they may deem it suitable to make separate 

provision. No special agreement shall adversely affect the situation of protected persons, 

as defined by the present Convention, nor restrict the rights which it confers upon them. 

Protected persons shall continue to have the benefit of such agreements as long as the 

Convention is applicable to them, except where express provisions to the contrary are 

contained in the aforesaid or in subsequent agreements, or where more favourable 

measures have been taken with regard to them by one or other of the Parties to the 

conflict.  

 

ART. 8. — Protected persons may in no circumstances renounce in part or in entirety the 

rights secured to them by the present Convention, and by the special agreements referred 

to in the foregoing Article, if such there be.  

 

ART. 9. — The present Convention shall be applied with the cooperation and under the 

scrutiny of the Protecting Powers whose duty it is to safeguard the interests of the Parties 

to the conflict. For this purpose, the Protecting Powers may appoint, apart from their 

diplomatic or consular staff, delegates from amongst their own nationals or the nationals 

of other neutral Powers. The said delegates shall be subject to the approval of the Power 

with which they are to carry out their duties. The Parties to the conflict shall facilitate to 



    

   

 

the greatest extent possible the task of the representatives or delegates of the Protecting 

Powers. The representatives or delegates of the Protecting Powers shall not in any case 

exceed their mission under the present Convention. They shall take account of the 

imperative necessities of security of the State wherein they carry out their duties.  

 

ART. 10. — The provisions of the present Convention constitute no obstacle to the 

humanitarian activities which the International Committee of the Red Cross or any other 

impartial humanitarian organisation may, subject to the consent of the Parties to the 

conflict concerned, undertake for the protection of civilian persons and for their relief.  

 

ART. 11. — The High Contracting Parties may at any time agree to entrust to an 

international organisation which offers all guarantees of impartiality and efficacy the duties 

incumbent on the Protecting Powers by virtue of the present Convention. When persons 

protected by the present Convention do not benefit or cease to benefit, no matter for what 

reason, by the activities of a Protecting Power or of an organisation provided for in the 

first paragraph above, the Detaining Power shall request a neutral State, or such an 

organisation, to undertake the functions performed under the present Convention by a 

Protecting Power designated by the Parties to a conflict. If protection cannot be arranged 

accordingly, the Detaining Power shall request or shall accept, subject to the provisions 

of this Article, the offer of the services of a humanitarian organisation, such as the 

International Committee of the Red Cross, to assume the humanitarian functions 

performed by Protecting Powers under the present Convention. Any neutral Power or any 

organisation invited by the Power concerned or offering itself for these purposes, shall be 

required to act with a sense of responsibility towards the Party to the conflict on which 

persons protected by the present Convention depend, and shall be required to furnish 

sufficient assurances that it is in a position to undertake the appropriate functions and to 

discharge them impartially. No derogation from the preceding provisions shall be made 

by special agreements between Powers one of which is restricted, even temporarily, in 

its freedom to negotiate with the other Power or its allies by reason of military events, 

more particularly where the whole, or a substantial part, of the territory of the said Power 

is occupied. Whenever in the present Convention mention is made of a Protecting Power, 

such mention applies to substitute organisations in the sense of the present Article. The 

provisions of this Article shall extend and be adapted to cases of nationals of a neutral 

State who are in occupied territory or who find themselves in the territory of a belligerent 

State in which the State of which they are nationals has not normal diplomatic 

representation.  

 

ART. 12. — In cases where they deem it advisable in the interest of protected persons, 

particularly in cases of disagreement between the Parties to the conflict as to the 

application or interpretation of the provisions of the present Convention, the Protecting 

Powers shall lend their good offices with a view to settling the disagreement. For this 

purpose, each of the Protecting Powers may, either at the invitation of one Party or on its 



    

   

 

own initiative, propose to the Parties to the conflict a meeting of their representatives, and 

in particular of the authorities responsible for protected persons, possibly on neutral 

territory suitably chosen. The Parties to the conflict shall be bound to give effect to the 

proposals made to them PROTECTION OF CIVILIAN PERSONS 173 Conciliation 

procedure 0031-0330 irl.qxd 2.3.2009 14:20 Page 173 for this purpose. The Protecting 

Powers may, if necessary, propose for approval by the Parties to the conflict, a person 

belonging to a neutral Power or delegated by the International Committee of the Red 

Cross, who shall be invited to take part in such a meeting. 
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1. STRENGTHENING OF SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN MEDITERRANEAN 

REGION 

 

 
The Mediterranean region is formed by: Spain, Malta, Greece, Portugal, France, Italy and 
Cyprus.  
 
The Mediterranean region is now of increasing importance both economically and 
strategically. As a region it is undergoing considerable economic change on the Southern 
European flank and in North Africa and the Eastern Mediterranean Arab states. Its 
strategic importance is reinforced by the pressures on NATO to strengthen its southern 
flank and resist Soviet naval incursion from the Black Sea bases.  
 

Security in the Mediterranean is closely linked to European security as well as to 
international peace ; the efforts by the Mediterranean countries in the continuation of 
initiatives and negotiations as well as the adoption of measures that will promote 
confidence- and security-building as well as disarmament, and encourages them to 
pursue these efforts further; recognises that the elimination of the economic and social 
disparities in levels of development as well as other obstacles in the Mediterranean area 
will contribute to enhancing peace, security and cooperation among Mediterranean 
countries. 
 

The emphasis of this topic is to take the Mediterranean Region to be a region of dialogue, 
exchanges and cooperation guarantying peace, stability and prosperity; and it invites 
countries to help to combat terrorism in all its forms and it encourages the Mediterranean 
countries to work in order to discuss political, social and economic problems must solve. 
A tool used to establish relationships between regions is the non-proliferation. 
 
The Mediterranean remains the economic and strategic crossroads of three continents. 
Access to the Mediterranean Sea means access to the world, and Russia and China are 
seeking to gain veto power, via geopolitical and geo-economical influence, over other 
nations’ economic, diplomatic and security decisions. Reaching the Persian Gulf from the 
East Coast of the United States through the Mediterranean Sea and the Suez Canal, for 
example, is shorter compared to the West Coast of the United States across the Pacific 
and Indian Oceans. The threats, then, are twofold.  
 
First, Russia and China have begun to sew instability in the eastern Mediterranean that 
concerns U.S. allies and partners, as well as U.S. economic interests. Second, Moscow 
and Beijing seem to be betting that the Mediterranean is an ideal choke point to challenge 
U.S. policy far and wide, including the United States’ ability to respond to threats from 
Iran or from violent extremist organisations (VEOs) in the Middle East and North Africa. 
 
 
Immigration in the Mediterranean Region:  
 
What is Immigration?  



    

   

 

 
Immigration in the Mediterranean represents one of the most difficult challenges the 
European Union is facing. This happens not only for objective difficulties in managing the 
substantial waves of refugees and economic migrants in such unstable times, but also for 
reasons of internal politics. Right-wing parties have made consistent electoral gains out 
of the migration issue – on the one hand demanding more from Europe, while on the other 
refusing to grant the EU concrete powers of management and redistribution of the 
migration flows. The left, on its part, largely pretends not to see the problems of integration, 
security and social coexistence irregular migration brings about. 
 
Since 2014, European citizens have been engaged in an intensifying discussion about 
migration. This is the result of an unprecedented increase in the number of refugees and 
other migrants entering Europe, many of them fleeing protracted conflicts in Africa and 
the Middle East, particularly the war in Syria. The phenomenon peaked in 2015, when 
more than one million people arrived in Europe, a large proportion of them having 
travelled along the eastern route through Turkey, Greece, and the Balkans. The number 
of arrivals has fallen significantly since 2016, albeit with more than 160,000 people 
reaching Europe through Mediterranean routes annually. As a consequence of their 
geographical position and the Dublin Regulation – which sets the procedures for asylum 
applications in the European Union – countries of first arrival Italy, Greece, and, to a lesser 
extent, Spain have been most affected.  
 
The growth in the number of arrivals has created 
the perception of an unmanageable crisis and 
made the public increasingly aware of the issue. 
Thus, the issue of migration has had great 
influence on elections held in Austria, France, 
Germany, Italy, and other European countries in 
the past year, boosting support for populist and 
Eurosceptic parties. As shown in the maps 
below, patterns of migration tend to be very fluid 
and to change rapidly. Nevertheless, the central 
Mediterranean route has been one of the most consistently busy; the route to Greece has 
undergone significant changes; and, since 2017, the western Mediterranean route to 
Spain has been used much more than in previous years. This does not mean that traffic 
across other routes has been diverted to the western one, as primary countries of origin 
have also changed. For example, arrivals in Spain could be linked to the deterioration of 
the socio-economic situation in Algeria and to the political tensions in the Rif region of 
Morocco, while the opening of a new route from Tunisia to Italy appears to stem from the 
difficulties that other North African countries are experiencing.  
 
Terrorism in the Mediterranean Region:  
 
What is the definition of Terrorism? 
 

https://data2.unhcr.org/en/situations/mediterranean/location/5205
https://data2.unhcr.org/en/situations/mediterranean/location/5205
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/what-we-do/policies/asylum/examination-of-applicants_en
https://www.europeansocialsurvey.org/docs/findings/IE_Handout_FINAL.pdf
https://www.ecfr.eu/article/commentary_migration_myths_dominate_italian_election_campaign
https://www.politico.eu/article/spain-sees-record-number-of-migrant-arrivals-in-2017/
https://www.politico.eu/article/spain-sees-record-number-of-migrant-arrivals-in-2017/


    

   

 

Terrorism is commonly understood to refer to acts of violence that target civilians in the 
pursuit of political or ideological aims. In legal terms, although the international community 
has yet to adopt a comprehensive definition of terrorism, existing declarations, resolutions 
and universal “sectoral” treaties relating to specific aspects of it define certain acts and 
core elements. In 1994, the General Assembly’s Declaration on Measures to Eliminate 
International Terrorism, set out in its resolution 49/60, stated 6 that terrorism includes 
“criminal acts intended or calculated to provoke a state of terror in the general public, a 
group of persons or particular persons for political purposes” and that such acts “are in 
any circumstances unjustifiable, whatever the considerations of a political, philosophical, 
ideological, racial, ethnic, religious or other nature that may be invoked to justify them.” 

 
Terrorism in Europe: 
 
Terrorist attacks in numbers: 
 

In 2017, 62 people were killed in 33 religiously inspired terrorist attacks in the EU, 
compared to 135 deaths in 13 attacks in 2016, according to Europol figures. In both years 
10 attacks were considered as “completed” by national governments, because they 
achieved their target. In 2017 many more attacks were foiled or failed compared to 2016: 
23 in 2017 compared to three the year before. 
 

In 2015, the number of deaths caused by this kind of attack reached a peak of 150, 
sharply up from four in 2014. In 2017 the attacks were much less lethal. Presenting the 
EU's terrorism situation and trend report 2018  to Parliament's civil liberties committee on 
20 June, Manuel Navarrete, head of Europol's European Counter Terrorism Centre, said, 
“The attacks are less sophisticated, there are more, but fortunately they produce less 
victims.” 
 

Situation in 2017 
 

Ten of the 33 attacks were assessed as “completed” in 2017, while 12 failed to reach their 
objectives in full and 11 were foiled, mostly in France and the UK. That year 62 people 
died: UK (35), Spain (16), Sweden (5), France (3), Finland (2) and Germany (1). A further 
819 people were injured. A total of 705 people were arrested in 18 EU countries (373 in 
France) on suspicion of involvement in jihadist terrorist activities. 
 
 

EU cooperation 
 

The reinforced cooperation between EU countries, sharing information, has helped to 
prevent attacks, stop them or limit their impact, according to Navarrete. “The plots are 
identified earlier because the tools for intelligence and police are used in a more accurate 
way.” He added: “We are preventing [attacks] and mitigating the number of people that 
are killed or injured.". 
 

Potential threats 

https://www.europol.europa.eu/activities-services/main-reports/european-union-terrorism-situation-and-trend-report-2018-tesat-2018
https://www.europol.europa.eu/about-europol/european-counter-terrorism-centre-ectc


    

   

 

However, despite the success of the common approach, it remains important to stay 
vigilant. Navarrete said: “One of the most significant threats is people that have been 
arrested for their connection with the foreign fighter phenomenon and will be released 
shortly." 

Most attacks are now perpetrated by home-grown terrorist radicalised in the European 
country where they are living, without having necessarily travelled to conflict zones such 
as Syria or Iraq, he said. “There are still people returning from conflict zones like Iraq, but 
the figures were very low in 2017.” 
 

No systematic use of migration routes by terrorists: 
 

Some people have been concerned about the risk posed by migrants trying to enter 
Europe. Navarrette said: “We haven’t seen a systematic use of these routes by terrorists." 
However, he added that Europol had identified “some terrorists” who try to use migration 
routes to enter the EU and that is why it has reinforced its cooperation with countries such 
as Greece and Italy and remains “vigilant”. 
 
What is ISIS? 
 

The Islamic State, or ISIS, is a militant organisation that emerged as an offshoot of al 
Qaeda in 2014. It quickly took control of large parts of Iraq and Syria, raising its black flag 
in victory and declaring the creation of a caliphate and imposing strict Islamic rule. 
 
The group is sometimes also referred to as ISIL — for the Islamic State of Iraq and the 
Levant — or by its Arabic acronym, Daesh. It is largely made up of Sunni militants from 
Iraq and Syria but has also drawn thousands of fighters from across the Muslim world 
and Europe. Its tactics — including beheadings, the taking of slaves and bans on “un-
Islamic” behaviour such as music and smoking — are so brutal that it was even disowned 
by al Qaeda. 
 
The future of ISIS: 
 
Many of the group’s local leaders are still alive and free and have the group’s money. 
That will allow them not only to stay safe, but also to support ISIS fighters’ widows and 
children. In the meantime, local fighters who escaped but are known to local authorities 
are forced to live in hiding, in rural areas, even if they might prefer to demobilise. Some 
may continue to participate in insurgency operations. Unknown members of Amni can 
hide in towns and could potentially prepare for new major urban operations. 
 
As for top-level foreign leaders and Amni members who were able to flee, their experience 
and connections could allow them to re-establish the group in their new location. Because 
of its perceived effectiveness, the ISIS brand may still attract new members who may 
have grievances in their home country. 
 

At the same time, low-level fighters in prison in Iraq and Syria as well as other countries 
may be released over the next decade, according to lawyers interviewed in Iraq and 

https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/isis-uncovered/isis-anniversary-year-caliphate-was-declared-n381621
http://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/isis-uncovered/what-should-west-do-fighters-returning-syria-iraq-n800261
https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/iraq-turmoil/more-extreme-al-qaeda-how-isis-compares-other-terror-groups-n135516
https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/iraq-turmoil/more-extreme-al-qaeda-how-isis-compares-other-terror-groups-n135516


    

   

 

Russia. Prison guards and investigators are already concerned that further radicalisation 
and coordination will be ongoing in prisons, as was the case during the presence of the 
United States-led military coalition in Iraq with prison camps such as Camp Bucca (where 
a detention facility was run by the US military from 2003 to 2009). In addition, the children 
of ISIS fighters will be of fighting age by the time their fathers may be released and could 
potentially add fresh blood to any reorganised group’s manpower. 
 
Former members who left ISIS because they disagreed with the group’s ideology or 
tactics are very successful in explaining to prospective ISIS supporters why the 
organisation did not live up to their expectations. However, because they are in hiding 
without documents or any means to support themselves, their future options are limited, 
and often fighting is their only qualification. That makes them easy prey for criminal 
networks. According to one former foreign fighter, some of his comrades were already 
involved in illegal debt collection and burglary. 
 
The picture that emerges from this qualitative research of former ISIS fighters indicates 
that a comprehensive approach is needed to prevent the next ISIS from developing. This 
could include taking steps to try to prevent ISIS members in prison from organising and 
radicalising other prisoners; strengthening international cooperation and intelligence-
sharing to track down former fighters; and considering de-radicalisation and reintegration 
programmes. Where possible, it would be advisable to seek to address some of the 
underlying issues, such as quality of life and discrimination, which may have contributed 
to the growth of ISIS and attracted foreign fighters in the first place. 

 
About Brexit and its Impact: 
 

When the United Kingdom leaves the European Union, higher barriers to trade, capital 

flows, and labor mobility will affect output and jobs not only in the UK but also in the 

remaining 27 EU member states. Since Brexit means both parties will withdraw from a 

frictionless economic relationship, there will be costs on both sides, as our new study 

suggests. 

Bonds between the EU and the UK run deep: The UK is among the EU 27's largest trading 

partners, accounting for about 13 percent of its trade in goods and services. Beside 

bilateral trade links, there are substantial supply chain trade links between the EU-27 and 

the UK that involve several countries. 

The submissions to the Committee of the Regions bear this out, but paint a more complex 

picture, with localities across the Continent voicing worries about the impact of Brexit. 

Here are some of the main local impacts: 

Trade and agriculture 

Trade is a concern for the great majority of local authorities across Europe who responded 

to the survey. The German city of Bremen stressed that the U.K is its third-largest trade 

partner while Berlin pointed out that the U.K. is its fifth-largest. For Cyprus, “Britain is the 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/gdpr-consent/?destination=%2fnews%2fmorning-mix%2fwp%2f2014%2f11%2f04%2fhow-an-american-prison-helped-ignite-the-islamic-state%2f%3fnoredirect%3don%26utm_term%3d.e48bea68f3c7&noredirect=on&utm_term=.e48bea68f3c7
https://www.imf.org/~/media/Files/Publications/CR/2018/cr18224.ashx


    

   

 

second trading partner … as a whole and the first one in terms of services, investment 

and shipping.” And while Polish regions made clear their biggest concern is a reduction 

of the EU budget, the province of Lublin, southeast of Warsaw, is also worried about 

reduced exports, “especially agricultural and agro-food products.” 

Paul Lindquist, the Swedish official who responded on behalf of Stockholm, warns that 

“the U.K is the third largest foreign investor in Sweden [around €31 billion in 2014] … and 

the seventh largest Swedish investment market.” And in Murcia, in the southeast of Spain, 

the U.K. is the No. 2 destination for exports (10.4 percent of total), “with the agro-food 

industry being the most important, sending 75 percent of its exports to the U.K.,” two local 

officials write. 

Fishing 

The prospect of the U.K. leaving the EU’s Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) and potentially 

blocking access to the waters in its Exclusive Economic Zone — the area around its 

shores where it will regain control of fishing rights — is causing anxiety in several coastal 

communities across Europe. 

The French département of Finistère, in Brittany, is bracing itself for a hit to its fishermen. 

“The end of the access to the British fishing areas to the Finistère fishing boats is a real 

economic risk, 50 percent of the fishing activity in Brittany region … is made inside the 

British Exclusive Economic Zone,” warned local official Nathalie Sarrabezolles. 

People 

There are a range of concerns across Europe linked to changes in the movement of 

people as a result of Brexit, including managing migration, coping with reduced tourism 

and dealing with citizens returning home from the U.K. 

Migration is mainly a problem for the region of Calais, from where many migrants try to 

reach the U.K. The eventual Brexit settlement will be “relevant to the management of 

migration flows … into Calais and more generally the issue of the potential renegotiation 

of the bilateral Le Touquet Agreement” between the U.K. and France that allows British 

border police to operate in Calais, according to the Hauts-de-France submission. 
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 http://hrlibrary.umn.edu/resolutions/49/81GA1994.html 

 https://www.refworld.org/docid/582c5be04.html 

 https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/russia-and-china-have-made-mediterranean-priority-

will-united-states-rise-challenge-36097  

 https://www.ecfr.eu/specials/mapping_migration 

 https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/Factsheet32EN.pdf 

 https://www.datagraver.com/case/people-killed-by-terrorism-per-year-in-western-europe-

1970-2015 

 http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/security/20180703STO07125/terrorism-

in-the-eu-terror-attacks-deaths-and-arrests 

 https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/smart-facts/what-isis-what-you-need-know-about-

islamic-state-iraq-n859996 

 https://edition.cnn.com/2014/08/08/world/isis-fast-facts/index.html 

 https://www.nato.int/docu/review/2018/Also-in-2018/can-isis-regroup-lessons-from-

interviews-with-ex-isis-fighters-syria/EN/index.html 

 https://blogs.imf.org/2018/08/10/the-long-term-impact-of-brexit-on-the-european-union/ 

 https://www.politico.eu/article/brexit-impact-on-european-regions-revealed-by-eu-report-

phase-2-negotiations/ 

 

 
FIRST TOPIC GUIDE QUESTIONS 

 

1. What are the positions taken by different countries? 
2. What is your country’s position towards this topic? 
3. What is the current economic situation?  
4. What are the main countries involved? 
5. What have been the previous actions to solve this issue? 
6. What has your country done to solve this issue? 
7. What is the economic, social and political importance the Mediterranean Region has? 
8. What is the global impact of the Mediterranean Region? 
9. What are the main threats to the Mediterranean Region? 
10. How have and how can the Mediterranean Region be affected? 
11. What is the non-proliferation treaty? 
12. What are the possible solutions for this treaty?  

 

 

https://www.um.edu.mt/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/194291/Amb._Saviour_Borg_MedAgenda.pdf
https://www.um.edu.mt/__data/assets/pdf_file/0008/194291/Amb._Saviour_Borg_MedAgenda.pdf
https://s3.amazonaws.com/unoda-web/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/eu-submission-strengthening-security-in-me-res-71-85.pdf
https://s3.amazonaws.com/unoda-web/wp-content/uploads/2017/09/eu-submission-strengthening-security-in-me-res-71-85.pdf
https://read.un-ilibrary.org/disarmament/united-nations-disarmament-yearbook-2017-part-i_5758b06d-en#page1
https://read.un-ilibrary.org/disarmament/united-nations-disarmament-yearbook-2017-part-i_5758b06d-en#page1
http://www.un.org/documents/ga/res/47/a47r058.htm
http://hrlibrary.umn.edu/resolutions/49/81GA1994.html
https://www.refworld.org/docid/582c5be04.html
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/russia-and-china-have-made-mediterranean-priority-will-united-states-rise-challenge-36097
https://nationalinterest.org/blog/buzz/russia-and-china-have-made-mediterranean-priority-will-united-states-rise-challenge-36097
https://www.ecfr.eu/specials/mapping_migration
https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/Factsheet32EN.pdf
https://www.datagraver.com/case/people-killed-by-terrorism-per-year-in-western-europe-1970-2015
https://www.datagraver.com/case/people-killed-by-terrorism-per-year-in-western-europe-1970-2015
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/security/20180703STO07125/terrorism-in-the-eu-terror-attacks-deaths-and-arrests
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/headlines/security/20180703STO07125/terrorism-in-the-eu-terror-attacks-deaths-and-arrests
https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/smart-facts/what-isis-what-you-need-know-about-islamic-state-iraq-n859996
https://www.nbcnews.com/storyline/smart-facts/what-isis-what-you-need-know-about-islamic-state-iraq-n859996
https://edition.cnn.com/2014/08/08/world/isis-fast-facts/index.html
https://www.nato.int/docu/review/2018/Also-in-2018/can-isis-regroup-lessons-from-interviews-with-ex-isis-fighters-syria/EN/index.html
https://www.nato.int/docu/review/2018/Also-in-2018/can-isis-regroup-lessons-from-interviews-with-ex-isis-fighters-syria/EN/index.html
https://blogs.imf.org/2018/08/10/the-long-term-impact-of-brexit-on-the-european-union/
https://www.politico.eu/article/brexit-impact-on-european-regions-revealed-by-eu-report-phase-2-negotiations/
https://www.politico.eu/article/brexit-impact-on-european-regions-revealed-by-eu-report-phase-2-negotiations/


    

   

 

COMPLETE AND VERIFIABLE DISARMAMENT 

 

 
Illustration 1: Disarmament Fellows 

 

This topic tries to assure a better future for all the world assuring that taking weapons out 

of the way we can find more diplomatic ways of problem solving.  The topic is going to be 

developed in 3 stages, nuclear, conventional weapons that may be deemed to be 

excessively injurious or to have indiscriminate effects (weif) and biological. 

 

So that the committee is aware of what they have to be able to eradicate we first have to 

have in mind a report that was given to the DISEC  because In paragraph 2 of its 

resolution 72/20, the General Assembly called upon Member States to provide the 

Secretary-General, by 30 April annually, with a report on their military expenditures for 

the latest fiscal year for which data are available, using, preferably and to the extent 

possible, one of the online reporting forms, including, if appropriate, a nil report or the 

“single figure” report on military expenditures or any other format developed in the context 

of similar reporting on military expenditures to other international or regional organizations. 

 

For more information regarding each one of your delegations:  

https://undocs.org/A/73/154 

https://undocs.org/A/73/185 

 

As a background of the topic we have to take into account the problem of artificial 

modification of the environment for military or other hostile purposes was brought to the 

international agenda in the early 1970s. In July 1974, USA and USSR agreed to hold 

bilateral discussions on measures to overcome the danger of the use of environmental 

modification techniques for military purposes and three subsequent rounds of discussions 

in 1974 and 1975. In August 1975, USA and USSR tabled identical draft texts of a 

convention at the Conference of the Committee on Disarmament (CCD), where intensive 

https://undocs.org/A/73/154
https://undocs.org/A/73/185


    

   

 

negotiations resulted in a modified text and understandings regarding four articles of this 

Convention in 1976 with a treaty called (ENMOD).  
 

The economic matters in The Biological Weapons Convention (BWC), the Convention on 

Cluster Munitions (CCM), the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons (CCW) and 

the Anti-Personnel Landmines Convention (APLC), (also referred to as Ottawa 

Convention, OTW), receive no funding from the United Nations Regular Budget. 
 

The costs of organising the meetings of each Convention, are covered with contributions 

from States Parties and other participating States, on basis of the United Nations scale 

of assessments, adjusted for the differences in membership. 
 

In an effort to better inform States about the financial situation of these Conventions, the 

UNODA Geneva Branch has created a restricted area for States Parties and other 

participating States, which will be regularly update. 

 

North Korea:  

 

Even though this country has recently made a series of summits with United States of 

America president Donald Trump delegates have to take into consideration the actions 

from Kim Yong un the leader of the country with some recent news about the situation:  

 

1. North Korean leader Kim Jong-un has supervised the successful test of a 

new "high-tech" tactical weapon, state-run media say. The KCNA news 

agency gave no details on the type of the weapon, saying only it had been 

developed over a long period. This is North Korea's first official report of a weapons 

test in a year. In a summit in June Mr Kim and US President Donald Trump agreed 

the Korean peninsula should denuclearise, but a detailed plan was never set 

out.  
 

North Korean state media have provided no details as to what kind of weapon this 

was, but it comes shortly after a report based on satellite imagery identified the 

extent of North's complex network of missile bases around the country.South 

Korea says it is in the process of analysing what the weapon is, but many have 

pointed out that the North made no commitment to halt any weapons development 

or shut down its missile bases. 
 

2. In Seoul, too, they are urging reporters not to read too much into the missed 

meeting - there have been missed meetings in the past, they say. Although officials 

from the Foreign Ministry did express "disappointment".  
 

https://www.unog.ch/unog/website/disarmament.nsf/(httpPages)/EAD0E719C6D43D01C125822D005C3312?OpenDocument&unid=E774FA7F5AEC8568C1257180004B1B2D
https://www.unog.ch/unog/website/disarmament.nsf/(httpPages)/EAD0E719C6D43D01C125822D005C3312?OpenDocument&unid=E774FA7F5AEC8568C1257180004B1B2D
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-44451587
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-44451587
https://beyondparallel.csis.org/undeclared-north-korea-sakkanmol-missile-operating-base/
https://beyondparallel.csis.org/undeclared-north-korea-sakkanmol-missile-operating-base/


    

   

 

South Korea's President Moon Jae-in warned me in his BBC interview that he 

expected "bumps and bruises" on the way as the international community tries to 

persuade North Korea to disarm.  
 

But it's hard not to feel that both the momentum for talks and the opportunity to 

engage with North Korea may be slipping away. Even at a lower level, the new US 

North Korean envoy Stephen Begun has been in his job for over two months and 

has still not met his Pyongyang counterpart, Vice Foreign Minister Choi Sun-hui. 
 

3. The root of this standoff is that North Korea and the US have never really agreed 

on the goalposts of "denuclearisation". What do they mean when they talk about 

disarmament? Yes the two leaders signed an agreement in Singapore, but the 

lack of detail in the deal we talked about back then is now coming back to 

haunt these talks and potentially scupper progress.  

 

From the start, Pyongyang has been clear. They will not unilaterally disarm. They 

want a staged process where they give a little and get something in return. That 

means, right now they feel they have done enough to warrant sanctions relief. 
 

4. Both the US and the UN have placed tough economic penalties on North Korea. 

Around 90% of its exports are banned including coal, iron ore, seafood and textiles. 

There are also caps on the amount of oil it can buy. If Kim Jong-un is going to build 

up his economy as he has promised his people, then he will need the sanctions 

lifted. 

 

However, the US has also been absolute. There will be no sanctions relief until 

"complete denuclearisation". Right now, that seems a lofty and unrealistic goal. 

President Trump did say that "he'd love to take the sanctions off", and then added 

that North Korea "would have to be responsive, too". 
 

5. Russia called a meeting this week of the United Nations Security Council to 

discuss sanctions on North Korean banks. But the US Ambassador to the UN, 

Nikki Haley, was unequivocal: "The threat is still there. North Korea still has nuclear 

facilities and they've still not allowed inspectors in to inspect them." Several 

analysts have called on the US to adjust its thinking and approach.Bend a little 

before this process breaks completely. But so far there have been no signs that 

the Trump administration is willing to do this. So, if the US is not prepared to act, 

what does Pyongyang do? Last week it issued a threat in a statement from the 

Foreign Ministry's Institute for American Studies. It claimed that "the improvement 

of relations and sanctions is incompatible", and that the US was "bragging 

arrogantly without showing any change in its stand, while failing to properly 

understand our repeated demand".  

 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-44451587


    

   

 

The statement went on to suggest that unless the US removed sanctions, then it 

could restart its nuclear programme. Let's be clear here, several studies by US 

intelligence and by the UN suggest North Korea has not stopped its building 

or stockpiling of weapons. But it has stopped testing missiles and nuclear 

weapons, which President Trump has taken as a personal victory. Mr Trump even 

declared that "there was no longer a nuclear threat from North Korea".  

 

 

Russia:  

 

Russia is a country that was recently accused by NATO organization of breaching the 

1987 intermediate-range Nuclear Forces (INF) Treaty, which banned land-based nuclear 

missiles in Europe.  

 

The U.S has threatened to withdraw from the treaty because of local actions taking this 

issue to be a huge problem for international security and peace.  

 

In the other hand, tensions between Russia and the U.S have arisen as Russian president 

Vladimir Putin denies his country of breaking the deal and the U.S settles a feeling of 

uneasiness from this matter putting at a potential risk all the other processes being carried.  

 

 

During the debate delegates have to take into account the non-arms proliferation treaty; 

The NPT is a landmark international treaty whose objective is to prevent the spread of 

nuclear weapons and weapons technology, to promote cooperation in the peaceful uses 

of nuclear energy and to further the goal of achieving nuclear disarmament and general 

and complete disarmament.  
 

The Treaty represents the only binding commitment in a multilateral treaty to the goal of 

disarmament by the nuclear-weapon States. Opened for signature in 1968, the Treaty 

entered into force in 1970. On 11 May 1995, the Treaty was extended indefinitely.  A total 

of 191 States have joined the Treaty, including the five nuclear-weapon States. More 

countries have ratified the NPT than any other arms limitation and disarmament 

agreement, a testament to the Treaty’s significance. But for instance, there are some 

countries that have not signed the deal and do not endorse it. 

 

Nuclear weapons: 

 

Nuclear weapons are the most dangerous weapons on earth. One can destroy a whole 

city, potentially killing millions, and jeopardising the environment and lives of future 

generations through its long-term catastrophic effects. The dangers from such weapons 

arise from their very existence. Although nuclear weapons have only been used twice in 

warfare; in the bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945 with an incredible number 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-45067681
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-45067681
https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/world-asia-45067681


    

   

 

of human casualties. Even so in our world today we know there are 14500 nuclear 

weapons in existence taking into account the reports that countries gave to the general 

assembly that in some cases keeps parts of the nuclear arsenals on disclosure and 2000 

nuclear tests conducted to date getting to the agreement that the best way of eliminating 

the problem is the complete disarmament something that as a matter of fact represents 

a tremendously difficult challenge.  

 

In the other hand delegates have to take into account the (FMCT) that states that: 

 

By operative paragraph 2 of its resolution 71/259 (A/RES/71/259) the General Assembly 

of the United Nations requested the Secretary-General to establish a high-level fissile 

material cut-off treaty (FMCT) expert preparatory group with a membership of 25 States, 

chosen on the basis of equitable geographical representation, which will operate by 

consensus, without prejudice to national positions in future negotiations, and which will 

meet in Geneva for a session of two weeks each in 2017 and in 2018, to consider and 

make recommendations on substantial elements of a future non-discriminatory, 

multilateral and internationally and effectively verifiable treaty banning the production of 

fissile material for nuclear weapons or other nuclear explosive devices, on the basis of 

CD/1299 and the mandate contained therein. 

 

According to the text of the resolution, the high-level FMCT expert preparatory group will 

also examine, with a view to making possible recommendations, the report of the Group 

of Governmental Experts, mandated pursuant to resolution 67/53, as contained in 

document A/70/81, as well as the views submitted by Member States as contained in 

documents A/68/154 and Add.1 and A/71/140/Rev.1 and Add.1. 
 

By  the operative 3 of the same resolution requests the Chair of the high-level FMCT 

expert preparatory group to organise, in New York, two two-day informal consultative 

meetings, open-ended so that all Member States can engage in interactive discussions 

and share their views, which the Chair shall convey to the high-level FMCT expert 

preparatory group for consideration; the first meeting will convene in 2017 to consider the 

report of the Group of Governmental Experts, as contained in document A/70/81, the 

second in 2018 in order for the Chair to provide a report in his own capacity on the work 

of the high-level FMCT expert preparatory group. 

 

After careful consideration of the appropriate composition of the High-level FMCT expert 

preparatory group, the Secretary-General invited the Governments of the following 

countries to nominate an expert to participate in the work of the Group: Algeria, Argentina, 

Australia, Brazil, Canada, China, Colombia, Egypt, Estonia, France, Germany, India, 

Indonesia, Japan, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, Poland, Republic of Korea, Russian 

Federation, Senegal, South Africa, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland and United States of America. 

 

http://daccess-ods.un.org/access.nsf/Get?OpenAgent&DS=A/RES/71/259&Lang=E
http://daccess-ods.un.org/access.nsf/Get?OpenAgent&DS=CD/1299&Lang=E
http://daccess-ods.un.org/access.nsf/Get?OpenAgent&DS=A/RES/67/53&Lang=E
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/D19612093ED869EFC1257EC40033A6B3/$file/A7081.pdf
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/3FA91170E91A8E83C1257CAF00303C49/$file/A-68-154.pdf
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/C9551DDCC4ACCCA5C1257CAF003052AC/$file/A-68-154-Add.1.pdf
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/62B397CE3D632DD2C12580260057CE54/$file/A-71-141Rev1.pdf
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/0CF6E1AFC541AEF4C125804F00365A79/$file/A71140+ADD1+EN.pdf
https://www.unog.ch/80256EDD006B8954/(httpAssets)/D19612093ED869EFC1257EC40033A6B3/$file/A7081.pdf


    

   

 

In order to assure a verifiable disarmament as a long term objective the delegates can 

make use of the operative paragraph 7 of its resolution 71/67 (A/RES/71/67) where the 

General Assembly of the United Nations requested the Secretary-General to establish a 

Group of Governmental Experts on Nuclear Disarmament Verification with a membership 

of 25 States, chosen on the basis of equitable geographical representation, which will 

meet in Geneva for a total of three sessions of five days each in 2018 and in 2019, to 

consider the role of verification in advancing nuclear disarmament, taking into account 

the report of the Secretary-General on the development and strengthening of practical 

and effective nuclear disarmament verification measures and on the importance of such 

measures in achieving and maintaining a world without nuclear weapons. 

 

After careful consideration of the appropriate composition of the Group of Governmental 

Experts on Nuclear Disarmament Verification, the Secretary-General invited the 

Governments of the following countries to nominate an expert to participate in the work 

of the Group: Algeria, Argentina, Brazil, Chile, China, Finland, France, Germany, Hungary, 

India, Indonesia, Japan, Kazakhstan , Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, Nigeria, Norway, 

Pakistan, Poland, Russian Federation, South Africa, Switzerland, United Kingdom of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of America. 

 

Recalling its resolutions 67/56 of 3 December 2012, 68/46 of 5 December 2013, 69/41 of 

2 December 2014 and 70/33 of 7 December 2015 on taking forward multilateral nuclear 

disarmament negotiations for the achievement and maintenance of a world without 

nuclear weapons we know that this is a something that needs to be better discussed 

having a better description of the terms having in mind not all of the countries have signed 

most of this treaties making them unrealistic in the world we live today.  

 

Conventional weapons that may be deemed to be excessively injurious or to have 

indiscriminate effects: 

 

Restrictions on the types of weapons permitted in armed conflict have existed for 

thousands of years. Ancient codes of war prohibited means or methods of warfare 

considered to be barbarous, treacherous or inhumane. In ancient Greece and Rome, it 

was forbidden to use poison or poisoned weapons. The ancient Hindu ‘‘Laws of Manu’’ 

prohibited the use of poisoned or burning arrows. Other civilisation developed similar 

rules. These practices were the seeds of the future development of international 

humanitarian law governing the choice of weapons. In more recent times, rules regulating 

means and methods of warfare have been laid down in legally binding international 

agreements. 

 

The use of explosive and expanding bullets was forbidden by the St Petersburg 

Declaration of 1868 and The Hague Declaration of 1899. The use of chemical and 

biological weapons was outlawed by the Geneva Protocol of 1925. This ban was later 

strengthened by the adoption of the Biological Weapons Convention (1972) and the 

https://undocs.org/A/RES/71/67
http://undocs.org/A/72/304


    

   

 

Chemical Weapons Convention (1993), which prohibited the development, production, 

stockpiling and transfer of such weapons. In the 1990s, the international community acted 

forcefully to eliminate anti-personnel landmines. The adoption of and wide adherence to 

the 1997 Convention on the Prohibition of Anti-personnel Mines reflects the deep public 

concern about the human cost of weapons used in armed conflict today. 

 

Negotiated under the auspices of the United Nations in 1979 and 1980, the Convention 

on Certain Conventional Weapons builds upon long-established customary rules 

regulating the conduct of hostilities. These include: (1) the requirement that a distinction 

be always made between civilians and combatants; and (2) the prohibition of the use of 

weapons which inflict excessive injury or suffering on combatants or render their death 

inevitable. While these general principles apply to all weapons used in armed conflict, the 

Convention imposes specific prohibitions or restrictions on the use of conventional 

weapons about which there is widespread concern. As originally adopted in 1980, the 

Convention contained three protocols prohibiting the use of weapons that employ 

fragments not detectable in the human body by X-ray (Protocol I); regulating the use of 

landmines, booby-traps and similar devices (Protocol II); and limiting the use of incendiary 

weapons (Protocol III). In recent years States have added new Protocols and 

amendments that expand and strengthen the Convention. 

 

During the First Review Conference held in 1995 (Vienna) and 1996 (Geneva), States 

Parties added Protocol IV prohibiting the use and transfer of blinding laser weapons. They 

also strengthened the rules on landmines, booby-traps and other devices by adopting an 

amended version of Protocol II in response to the increasing human toll taken by these 

weapons.  

 

At the Second Review Conference, which took place in Geneva (2001), States Parties 

extended the Convention’s scope of application. As initially adopted, the Convention 

applied only to situations of international armed conflict. Recognising that most conflicts 

today occur within the borders of a State, States Parties agreed to amend the Convention 

so that its existing Protocols also apply in situations of non-international armed conflict. 

While the scope of application of Protocol II had already been extended to such situations 

through amendments made in 1996, the Second Review Conference similarly broadened 

the scope of application of Protocols I, III and IV. 

 

The Protocol on Explosive Remnants of War is the most recent addition to the Convention. 

It was adopted by States Parties in November 2003 after two years of work by government 

experts. The Protocol is the first multilateral agreement to deal with the problem 6 

Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons covention-prohib_E-04.qxd 4.8.2005 

11:36 Page 6 of unexploded and abandoned ordnance. Adherence to and implementation 

of this Protocol could significantly reduce the number of civilians killed and injured by 

explosive remnants of war during and after conflicts. 



    

   

 

 

These developments demonstrate that the Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons 

is a dynamic instrument that can respond to advancements in weapons technology and 

considers developments in the nature and conduct of armed conflict. The Convention has 

proved to be an important framework within which new humanitarian concerns regarding 

conventional weapons can be dealt with.  

 

The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) attaches great importance to the 

Convention which, in its view, reflects minimum standards applicable in all armed conflicts. 

The ICRC has been closely involved in both the Convention’s development and its 

promotion. Between 1973 and 1977, the organisation convened meetings of government 

experts that laid the groundwork for the Convention and participated in the diplomatic 

negotiations which followed. The ICRC was also invited by States Parties to contribute its 

expertise to the work of the First and Second Review Conferences. Its response to this 

invitation included initiatives that resulted in the adoption of the protocols on blinding laser 

weapons (1995) and explosive remnants of war (2003) and the amendments on 

landmines (1996) and the Convention’s scope of application (2001). Through its global 

network of delegations and its Advisory Service on International Humanitarian Law, the 

ICRC is actively engaged in promoting adherence to and implementation of the 

Convention.  

 

The ICRC has prepared materials to assist States considering adherence to the 

Convention, including a ratification kit providing a short summary of the Convention and 

model instruments of adherence. The ICRC is also ready to provide other assistance, 

information or clarification on matters related to the Convention and on national legislation 

to implement its provisions.  

 

The ICRC encourages all States which have not yet done so to adhere as soon as 

possible to the Convention, its five Protocols and the amendment extending the 

Convention’s scope of application to Convention on Certain Conventional Weapons 7 

covention-prohib_E-04.qxd 4.8.2005 11:36 Page 7 non-international armed conflict.  

 

This will ensure that the fundamental rules of the Convention apply in all armed conflicts. 

In adhering to and faithfully implementing the Convention on Certain Conventional 

Weapons, governments are reaffirming and strengthening the longstanding principle that 

the choice of means and methods of warfare is not unlimited. The ICRC invites all States 

to extend to armed forces and civilian populations affected by armed conflict the 

protections that this Convention affords. 

 

The complete documents of regarding this first subdivision of the second topic can be 

found in the CONVENTION ON PROHIBITIONS OR RESTRICTIONS ON THE USE OF 

CERTAIN CONVENTIONAL WEAPONS WHICH MAY BE DEEMED TO BE 



    

   

 

EXCESSIVELY INJURIOUS OR TO HAVE INDISCRIMINATE EFFECTS file and in THE 

GENEVA PROTOCOLS file. This two are legally binding documents that can lead you 

delegates to a better understanding of the problem. 

 

Biological weapons: 

 

Regarding this topic the security council has taken action on the Convention on the 

Prohibition of the Development, Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological (Biological) 

and Toxin Weapons and on their Destruction, commonly known as the Biological 

Weapons Convention (BWC) or Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention (BTWC), 

opened for signature in 1972 and entered into force in 1975. 
 

It was the first multilateral disarmament treaty banning an entire category of weapons, as 

States Parties to the Biological Weapons Convention undertook "never in any 

circumstances to develop, produce, stockpile or otherwise acquire or retain: 

 

1. Microbial or other biological agents, or toxins whatever their origin or method of 

production, of types and in quantities that have no justification for prophylactic, protective 

or other peaceful purposes; 

 

2. Weapons, equipment or means of delivery designed to use such agents or toxins for 

hostile purposes or in armed conflict." 
 

The Convention effectively prohibits the development, production, acquisition, transfer, 

retention, stockpiling and use of biological and toxin weapons and is a key element in the 

international community’s efforts to address the proliferation of weapons of mass 

destruction. 

 

The reason why even if this topic has been discussed before but still, we need to be able 

to reform it is that some very important countries or representations have not signed the 

agreement making it very difficult to make it a globalised treaty.  
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SECOND TOPIC GUIDE QUESTIONS 
 

1. Which treaty endorses complete disarmament? 
2. Which countries must sign in order to start making progress towards the goal of the 

complete disarmament? 
3. Which countries endorse the project? 
4. What barriers must be considered in order to achieve complete disarmament? 
5. What is the German initiative? 
6. What are the NTP goals in 2020? 
7. What are the chemical weapons that threat international security? 
8. What is happening in DPRK? 
9. What are the NPT objectives?   
10. What are the Geneva protocols? 
11. What are the agreements reached during the convention on prohibitions or restrictions 

on the use of certain conventional weapons which may be deemed to be excessively 
injurious or to have indiscriminate effects? 

12. What is the OPCW? 
13. What is the coverage of the OPCW? 
14. What is the current nuclear situation on Syria? 
15. What mass destruction weapons threat international security? 
16. What is the current chemical weapons´ situation? 
17. How does solving the problem helps strengthening the OPCW? 
18. Which countries have full disclosure on what chemical weapons they have? 
19. What is the FMCT? 
20. What is the New Start Treaty? 
21. What is IAEA´s position towards this topic? 
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